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Interview Summary 



Application No. 

10/076,049 


n^i 

Applicant's) 1 

NABETA ET AL 


cAaiiiinor 

Janis L Dote 


Art Unit 

1756 
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Janis L DafR 

(2) Ms, E. B&rn ard(RGa Nn M arr} 

Date of Interview: 23 November 2004 

Type: a)g Telephonic bC Video Conference 

c)U Personal [copy given to: 1)0 applicant 2)0 applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)M No 
it Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: 1-4,6-11 and 7.?.p^ 

Identification of prior art discussed: None . 

Agreement with respect to the daims f)D was reached. oH was not reached. hjD N/A. 
^^TorVn:^^:;^:^^^^^^, "fw^a. -s agreed ,0 Ifan agreement was 
«TS,rn>raa^^ 

aliowable Is available, a summary thereof S be ""^ render the claims 

summary o,Re«.rd off™'^'^'r;°ri?«sT^*S:L^^ 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 





Interview Summary 



Paper No. 11232004 



Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 



in the 



Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 

Paragraph (b) 



any alleged oral pramise. stipulation, or understanding in relation to whTch «,ere^s tf^Lgr^^t oTdo^bf P'" 

incornp J^et^^^^^^^^ ^Z^'^l -'-'-'V written record in me Office if that record is itse. 

Which bear directly on the question of patentability »«5.pon5iDiJny lo see that such a record is made and to correct material inaccuracies 

interview "y:Zl\Ti^^^ '^^ll^JSSZL'oTZ °' r'T'^'- ^'^^^ 

requirements for which interview recordation is otherwise provided for ir^S^io^l5lm^??h!^ procedural matters, directed solely to restriction 
out typographical errors or unreadable script in Office actions cJSeZ J^Z^ul Jlol^^L^T °^ ^^'"'"^ °^P«"«"g 
substance of an interview is completely recorded in an Examin^rAmSdrent no^^^^^^^^^ ^'^'^ recordation procedures below. Where the 

The interview Summary Form shall be give^ a^ ipr^wiS^ pITn? nf^?^^ ^T""^'^ 
"Contents" section of the file wrapper. In a personal inte^iX a duonSrf tht/nl^ ."f.' ^^""^ °^ '^^ "'^'^d on the 

conclusion of the interview, in the case of a tTphcw^e r>^fdte;!c;^^^^^ , »k '° ''^^ ^PP"'^^"* ^"°rney or agent) at the 
either or prior to the next officii comrnuSSnrdfo ^c^^^^^^^^^^^^ to the applicant's corre'spoLnce address 

Circumstances dictate, the Form should be m^led Prornpdy after theTreirh;T^':,;Tr:^ " 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information- 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Dale of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel etc 1 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conSu^J ' ^ 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

■ att"J^htet7a'cty of^^^^^^^^^ f "^'"^^ °^ (-V ''e by 

no. restrict further auction by tile exlin'r t Xe confrty ' ^ '° ^""^^'''"'V '-'aUve iind does 

The Signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment toasignedOfnce action) 



Should beSiit^xti:;^^^^^^^^^^^^ 

un ess includes, or is supplemented by the ^pV^J orTeZ^ZT^^'TJ^^Tt^^^^ proper recordation of the interview 



case. It 



unless it includes, or is supplemented by the app ci^t or the exL^merrindu^ TJf ,h ' r°":f "^"^^ 
substance of the interview. examiner to include, all of the applicable items required below concerning the 

3) an Identification of the specific prior art discussed 

i?vr rumlTprclte^^^ ^ these are ^ready described on the 

5) a brief identification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner 

examiner can be understood in the context of the appllcXn file f^roMrl^Y . ^"""'^^^ arguments made to the 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

statementalSSrS^^ 

paper recording the substance of the interview alongSlhe date a^Sh; JSTSEls " °" 
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Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413) 



Application No. 10/076,049 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Discussed the advisory action mailed on Nov. 8. 2004 In answer to 
Ms. Bernard s query, the examiner stated that she did not know how to rewrite the limitation that photosensitive body is 

stretched with a tension of 50N/cm per unit length of the width of said photosensitive body" originally recited in the 
5mT^;Lo?"??7 1*^® !f^®^i°".""^f ' ^ ^2. second paragraph, set forth in the office action mailed on Feb 3 

2004 paragraph 7, based on the disclosure in the originally filed specification. Because a notice of appeal has been ' 
filed, the examiner noted that if applicants intend to file a proposed amendment to the claims, the amendment may not 
be entered If It raises new issues. The examiner also noted that applicants should cleariy indicate where there is 
antecedent basis for such an amendment. . 
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